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               Petitioner,
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*
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Board of Immigration Appeals

Submitted September 11, 2006**  

Before: PREGERSON, T.G. NELSON, and GRABER, Circuit Judges.

Miguel Valencia Munguia, a native and citizen of Mexico, petitions pro se

for review of the decision of the Board of Immigration Appeals (“BIA”)

dismissing petitioner’s appeal from the immigration judge’s (“IJ”) denial of his
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application for cancellation of removal.

Munguia contends that the IJ should not have considered his underlying

conviction to be a conviction relating to a controlled substance for purposes of

removal.  See 8 U.S.C. § 1227(a)(2)(B)(I).  However, since petitioner did not

exhaust his administrative remedies because he failed to raise the issue in his

appeal to the BIA, we lack jurisdiction to consider the argument.  Barron v.

Ashcroft, 358 F.3d 674, 678 (9th Cir. 2004).

DISMISSED.
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